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Also, as it comes before us today the bill in-

cludes a reauthorization for the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation, so that it can con-
tinue its very important work in support of con-
servation and sound management. And it also 
includes legislation to commemorate the cen-
tennial of the National Wildlife Refuge System 
that is similar to H.R. 4442, a bill that I co-
sponsored and that the House passed earlier 
this year. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge the House to concur 
in the Senate amendments and send the bill 
to the President for signing into law. 
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Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise to ex-

press my strong support for this legislation, S. 
Con. Res. 145, that expresses the sense of 
Congress that the construction of the National 
World War II Memorial should be constructed 
expeditiously and that the appropriate site for 
the Memorial is on our National Mall at the 
Rainbow Pool. I want to thank Senator WAR-
NER, Chairman STUMP, and all the other Mem-
bers of Congress who worked to bring this 
legislation before us today. 

As we enter the new century, it is appro-
priate that we reflect on the turning point of 
the past century. The World War II Memorial 
will commemorate that period between 1939 
and 1945 that so profoundly reconfigured the 
modern world. So long as there is an America, 
this hallowed ground will pay homage to the 
superlative devotion that elevated duty, honor, 
and country to sacred proportion. 

The location of the World War II memorial 
between the Washington Monument and the 
Lincoln Memorial is not only appropriate, but 
also historically coherent. Those two memo-
rials commemorate the defining national 
events of the 18th and 19th centuries: our Na-
tion’s founding in the Revolutionary War and 
our unification during the Civil War. It is only 
fitting that the event that reshaped the modern 
world in the 20th century and marked our Na-
tion’s emergence from the chrysalis of isola-
tionism as the leader of the free world be 
commemorated on this site. 

As we all know, the site and the form of the 
memorial have been the subject of ongoing 
qualification and even some controversy. This 
is how public dialogue should ensue in our 
country. I believe that the site and respectful 
style of the memorial are most appropriate. 
The refined design is a beautiful tribute to a 
generation of Americans who sacrificed their 
lives in service to our country with unparal-
leled valor and distinction. This design en-
hances the Mall’s representation of American 
history. It retains open vistas—north and south 
as well as east and west. And it adds trees, 
plantings, and waterfalls while also capturing 
for visitors and all Americans the significance 
of this most historic event of the 20th Century. 

More importantly, we must acknowledge 
that the open, expansive process by which de-

cisions have been made about this site and 
this design. The democratic process these 
brave Americans fought to defend has been 
pursued. The congressional deliberations—ex-
tensive hearings, floor action, and two sepa-
rate bills—that led to the authorization of the 
memorial were long, frustratingly long, but 
they were thorough. As one sage commented, 
‘‘It has taken longer to build the memorial than 
it did to fight the war.’’ I can now say it has 
taken us twice as long to build the Memorial 
as to fight the war—over 13 years. 

Our first bill authorizing the memorial was 
filed in 1987, and the final bill was passed in 
1993. The Administrations of two presidents, 
five Congresses, and a decade of administra-
tive reviews have elapsed. 

After authorization, the procedures of the 
American Battle Monuments Commission and 
the other bodies responsible for approving the 
memorial have been open and fair. There 
have been 17 open, public meetings held on 
the proposed Memorial since 1993. Questions 
have been raised and suggestions offered by 
Members of Congress, the general public, and 
interest groups about the site and style of the 
memorial. With that deliberative process, the 
concept has been refined and become more 
elegant and appropriate for this hallowed site. 

The concept of a World War II Memorial in 
Washington sprang from a dogged Army vet-
eran, my constituent, Roger Durbin of Berkey, 
Ohio, who fought with the 101st Armored Divi-
sion in the Battle of the Bulge. It was Roger’s 
question to me about why there was no me-
morial to World War II in Washington to which 
he could take his grandchildren that inspired 
the historic project that is before us today. 

The thought of Roger reminds me of that 
auspicious day, Veterans Day, 1995, when the 
memorial site was consecrated with soil from 
American battlefield cemeteries around the 
world. Roger Durbin participated in that dedi-
cation, accompanied by his wife Marian. He 
wrote about it as follows: 

I stood on the site of the Memorial, No-
vember 10, 1995, watching the activity there-
on. Touch football, stickball, Frisbee, pic-
nicking, etc. as people enjoyed a sunny day 
as they would have in an ordinary public 
park. The next day I stood with President 
Clinton at the end of the glorious site dedi-
cation ceremony and scattered sacred soil 
gathered from 16 military cemeteries from 
around the world and Arlington upon the 
sparse and worn grass. That is when it be-
came the most sacred, revered, beautiful 
spot in America. 

Sadly, Roger passed away earlier this year. 
Roger was deeply wounded that he would not 
be able to see his idea come to fruition. The 
architectural rendition of the Memorial was 
framed above his fireplace, and he has as-
sembled a copious note and scrapbook about 
the legislation and administrative proceedings 
for the record. 

For thousands of other veterans, the same 
is true. Since the site dedication in 1995, per-
haps a third of the World War II veterans then 
living have left us. There are fewer than 6 mil-
lion World War II veterans living today, and we 
are losing them at a rate of 1,000 a day! I feel 
a great urgency to complete this project on 
schedule. As many as possible of the brave 
Americans who served during that conflict, 
abroad and on the home front, should bear 

witness to this memorial in its final form. Is 
this too much to ask? 

Of course, all veterans’ organizations and 
students of history recognize what this genera-
tion achieved in the triumph of freedom over 
tyranny. As Americans in future generations 
visit our Nation’s Capital, they will have an op-
portunity to stop along the Mall to reflect on a 
time when America went to war to defend our 
fundamental political values. Millions of visitors 
every year traverse this site already as they 
wend their way between the various memo-
rials, parks, roads, and special events that 
give our National Mall its public character. 
They will be able to reflect on the level of 
commitment that engaged millions of Ameri-
cans and our allies in combat during World 
War Il. 

The World War II memorial will thus serve 
as a symbol of our legacy to the future cen-
turies: a determination to defend democracy at 
any cost. The world’s political landscape was 
reshaped for all time as a result of the Allied 
victory. I urge the Commission to approve the 
architectural and landscape design as pre-
sented today. Let us move expeditiously to-
ward the groundbreaking this coming Veterans 
Day in the first year of a new century and the 
advent of the new millennium. 

Again, Madam Speaker, I fully support S. 
Con. Res. 145 and urge its passage. 
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Wednesday, October 18, 2000 
Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 

order to publicly praise a tremendous high- 
tech company in my district, Paladin Data Sys-
tems. Paladin, based in Poulsbo, Washington, 
was recently ranked number 59 among the 
500 fastest growing private companies in the 
nation by Inc. Magazine. 

Paladin specializes in implementing both Or-
acle and Microsoft based solutions, Oracle 
database development, consulting and remote 
administration, technology training. Founded in 
1994, Paladin was voted one of the ‘‘Best 
Places to Work’’ by Washington CEO Maga-
zine in 1998, 1999, and 2000. The Puget 
Sound Business Journal placed Paladin at 
number 69 on their list of the 100 fastest 
growing private companies in Washington. It is 
clear that Paladin, now with over 70 employ-
ees, is indeed fueling the engine of our new 
economy. 

Paladin also recognizes that the students of 
today must receive a comprehensive high-tech 
education so that they are able to secure jobs 
in the high-tech corridors of Puget Sound. To 
that end, Paladin has partnered with the 
Bremerton, Central Kitsap, North Kitsap, South 
Kitsap, North Mason, and Peninsula School 
Districts to form the West Sound School-to- 
Career consortium to train faculty members to 
teach the most recent information technology 
to our young people. Moreover, Paladin re-
ceived a $100,000 Information Technology 
Education Grant from Washington State and 
contributed $50,000 of its own funds for this 
exciting partnership. 
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